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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09/21/2007 (PET). 01/25/2006(Amendment) . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) \Z\ Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) P13 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 08 September 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences betw/een the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by, or in 
the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwenk et al. 
(US 5,294,748). 

Regarding claim 1 , Schwenk et al discloses an apparatus for 
electromagnetically isolating a computer from the surrounding environment for 
preventing a transfer of electrical and magnetic field energy between the computer and 
the environment, the apparatus comprising, an enclosure having a plurality of metal 
panels (2,2',3,3',4,4',5,5') having overlapping edges fastened to one another and 
forming an internal chamber configured for receiving a computer, a plurality of shielding 
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gaskets (17,17', 19) positioned along said overlapping edges across all seams and gaps 
between said panels. 

Schwenk et a! does not mention that the at least one of said panels having a plurality of 
non standard connectors for electrical connection of cables to external peripheral 
computer devices and interfaced with standard connectors for electrical connection with 
said enclosure to said computer. 

However, Schwenk et al teaches that the enclosure is for receiving electronic 
components and providing high frequency shielding for the electronic components. 

The panels necessarily would have connectors for allowing electrical 
connection of cables to external peripheral computer devices and to a power source for 
the electronic component to operate and function as intended. Alternatively, it would 
have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide electrical connectors for connection to external peripheral devices for the 
electronic computer to operate and function as intended. Any number of electrical 
connectors which may be provided may be considered to be "non standard" as 
"non standard" is a relative term. Most connectors may be considered to be non 
standard to at least some extent to ensure connectability within the system in which 
they are used. 

Regarding claim 3, a plurality of brackets (1,1') are affixed in said internal 
chamber for securing said computer within said enclosure. 
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Regarding claim 4, the brackets are positioned for supporting the computer and 
would necessarily locate said computer at a selected distance from the non standard 
connectors. 



Claims 2, 6, 7-9, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwenk et al. (US 5,294,748). 

Regarding claim 2, Schwenk et al does not disclose filtered cable assemblies within 
said enclosure for connecting said non standard connectors to said computer, however, 
although it is not mentioned, it would have been necessary to provide cables 
assemblies to connect to the connectors for operation of the electronic component. 
Furthermore, use of filtered cable assemblies is expedient in the art for providing 
effective electromagnetic interference shielding. 

Regarding claim 6, Schwenk et al only mentions that the panels are metal. It 
would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
that to provide metallic panels formed from heavy gauge steel for providing structural 
support to the enclosure. Furthermore, this material is readily available, cost-effective, 
corrosion-resistant, and easily formed into panels. 

Regarding claim 7-9, 11-12 please refer to the rejection above. 

Regarding claim 13, providing in a power supply a noise or EMC filter for filtering 
the noise component is expedient in the art. 
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Claims 2, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schwenk et al. (US 5,294,748) in view of Mitchell et al. (US 6,21 1 ,458 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 2, Schwenk et al does not disclose that at least one of said panels 
comprises an integral air filter for allowing air flow between said internal chamber and 
said environment. 

However, Mitchell discloses that it is known to provide air filters 10 which provide 
electromagnetic shielding for cooling purposes. Such a filter when installed 
would be integral with the panels of the enclosure. 

It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
that to provide an air filter as taught by Mitchell in the enclosure of Schwenk to provide 
cooling to the electronic components provided in the enclosure to provide air circulation 
and to prevent overheating of the electronic components. 

Regarding claim 10, please refer to the above rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DAMEON E. LEVI whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2105. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thurs. (9:00 - 5:00) 
IFP, Fridays Telework. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dean Reichard can be reached on (571) 272-1984. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Dameon E Levi 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2841 

/Dameon E Levi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2841 



